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- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 1 33). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )G3 Responsive to communication(s) filed on 25 June 2002 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)E3 This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quay/e, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) £3 Claim(s) 1-25 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) ^ Claim(s) 1-25 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)^ The drawing(s) filed on 05 March 2002 is/are: a)^ accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1 .121 (d). 
1 1 )□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-1 52. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12)D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)D All b)D Some * c)Q None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2.0 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3.Q Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This application has been reviewed. Original claims 1-25 are pending. The 
rejection cited stated below. 

Claim Rejections • 35 USC § 101 
35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or 
composition of matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent 
therefor, subject to the conditions and requirements of this title. 

2. Claim 16 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. The subject matter "computer program" 
is not tangible embodied on a computer readable medium. 

A statutory product with descriptive material must include positive recitation of 

the computer readable medium. 

Descriptive material can be characterized as either "functional 
descriptive material" or "nonfunctional descriptive material." In this context, 
"functional descriptive material" consists of data structures and computer 
programs which impart functionality when employed as a computer component. 
(The definition of "data structure" is "a physical or logical relationship among data 
elements, designed to support specific data manipulation functions." The New 
IEEE Standard Dictionary of Electrical and Electronics Terms 308 (5th ed. 

1993) .) "Nonfunctional descriptive material" includes but is not limited to music, 
literary works and a compilation or mere arrangement of data. 

Both types of "descriptive material" are nonstatutory when claimed as descriptive 
material perse. Warmerdam, 33 F.3d at 1360, 31 USPQ2d at 1759. When 
functional descriptive material is recorded on some computer-readable medium it 
becomes structurally and functionally interrelated to the medium and will be 
statutory in most cases since use of technology permits the function of the 
descriptive material to be realized. 

Compare In re Lowry, 32 F.3d 1579, 1583-84, 32 USPQ2d 1031, 1035 (Fed. Cir. 

1994) (claim to data structure stored on a computer readable medium that 
increases computer efficiency held statutory) and Warmerdam, 33 F.3d at 1360- 
61, 31 USPQ2d at 1759 (claim to computer having a specific data structure 
stored in memory held statutory product-by-process claim) with Warmerdam, 
33 F.3d at 1361, 31 USPQ2d at 1760 (claim to a data structure per se held 
nonstatutory). When nonfunctional descriptive material is recorded on some 
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computer-readable medium, it is not statutory since no requisite functionality is 
present to satisfy the practical application requirement. Merely claiming 
nonfunctional descriptive material stored in a computer-readable medium 
does not make it statutory. Such a result would exalt form over substance. In re 
Sarkar, 588 F.2d 1330, 1333, 200 USPQ 132, 137 (CCPA 1978) ( M [E]ach 
invention must be evaluated as claimed; yet semantogenic considerations 
preclude a determination based solely on words appearing in the claims. In the 
final analysis under 101, the claimed invention, as a whole, must be evaluated for 
what it is.") (quoted with approval in Abele, 684 F.2d at 907, 214 USPQ at 687). 
See also In re Johnson, 589 F.2d 1070, 1077, 200 USPQ 199, 206 (CCPA 1978) 
("form of the claim is often an exercise in drafting"). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 
U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this 
Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 
122(b), by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or 
(2) a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before 
the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under 
the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an 
application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

4. Claims 1,4-15 and 17-25 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being by 
William Soderstrom et al., U.S. Patent no. 6,321, 222[hereinafter Soderstrom]. 
As per claims 1, 17, 18, 19, 21, and 25, Soderstrom discloses a method of 
accessing a plurality of remote data resources, the method comprising the steps 
of: 

receiving a locator for a single remote data resource (i.e., URL 10 ) (see figs 1 
and 2 and col. 2, lines col. 3, lines 3-10-49); 

identifying a generic portion (i.e., top level domain 20) of said single remote data 
resource locator and a distinctive portion (i.e., second level domain 18)of said 
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single remote data resource locator (URL 10) (see figs 1 and 2 and col. 3, lines 
3-10-49); 

modifying the generic portion or the distinctive portion (i.e., changing the second 
level domain filed 18) of said single remote data resource locator to create one or 
more new remote data resource locators (see col. 2, lines 10-28); and 
accessing the remote data resources located by the received single remote data 
resource locator and said one or more created remote data resource 
locators(see col. 2, lines 10-28 and col. 3, lines 30-49). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

6. Claims 2-3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Soderstrom as applied to claiml above, and further in view of Cartmell et 
al., US Patent publication No. 200201 03820[herein after Cartmell]. 

As per claim 2-3, Soderstrom discloses substantial features of the claimed 
invention as discussed above with respect to claim 1 , 
Soderstrom is silent regarding: wherein said distinctive portion of said single 
remote data resource locator is translated into one or more different languages. 
Cartmell discloses a system for determining related domain names including the 



Application/Control Number: 10/090,891 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2157 

step of translating said distinctive portion of said single remote data resource 
locator is translated into one or more different languages (see paragraph 0034 
and 0040). Therefore, it would have been obvious to having ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the invention to incorporate the teaching of Cartmell such 
translating said distinctive portion of said single remote data resource locator is 
translated into one or more different languages into the Soderstrom's system 
such that variety of other types of alternative domain names could similarly be 
displayed and or searched. 

As per claim 4-5, and 10-15, Soderstrom discloses a method according to claim 
1 , wherein one or more further generic remote data resource locator portions are 
generated and each of said generated generic portions is combined with the 
distinctive portion of said single remote data resource locator to create one or 
more new remote data resource locators (see col. 2, lines 10-28 and col. 3, lines 
30-49). 

As per claims 6-9, Soderstrom discloses method according to claim 5, wherein 
the one or more further generic remote data resource locator portions are chosen 
randomly from a plurality of generic remote data resource locator portions, each 
of said plurality of generic remote data resource locator portions having an equal 
probability of being chosen (inherent) (see also col. 2, lines 10-28 and col. 3, 
lines 30-49). 



As per claims 19-24 the claims include features analogous with features in 
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claims 1-14, thus claims 19-24 are rejected same rational as claims 1-14. 

Conclusion 

7. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Salad E. Abdullahi whose telephone number 
is 571-272-4009. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30 - 5:00. If 
attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ario Etienne can be reached on 571-272-4001. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 
703-872-9306. 

9. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). 



